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S$130157 A101459 First Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. WILSON
Opinion filed: Judgment affirmed in full.
We approve Pizarro I, supra, 10 Cal.App.4th 57, and Pizarro I, supra, 110 Cal.App.4th 530, to the extent they
condemn admitting evidence of the odds solely regarding the defendant’s population group. But we disapprove of
People v. Pizarro, supra, 110 Cal.App.4th 530, to the extent it concludes that evidence regarding any particular
population group is inadmissible absent sufficient independent evidence that the perpetrator was a member of that
group.
Majority Opinion by Chin, J.
————— Joined by George, CJ., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Moreno, JJ., and Haerle, J., Associate Justice,

Court of Appeal, First Appellate, Division Two.

S$131992 B167295 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 ESSEX INSURANCE CO. v. FIVE
STAR DYE HOUSE, INC.

Opinion filed: Judgment affirmed in full.

Court of Appeal’s judgment is affirmed. Opinion by: Kennard, J.

----- Joined by George, C.J., Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Moreno, Corrigan, JJ.

S122816 B162812 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. HUDSON (GREGORY)
Time extended to consider modification or rehearing to September 15, 2006.

S143379 B186929 B003359 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 FRANSWAY (STEPHEN) ON H.C.
Time extended to grant or deny review to August 11, 2006.

S143456 E040208 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 HALL (BOYD) ON H.C.
Time extended to grant or deny review to August 16, 2006.

S143537 D047804 D036487 Fourth Appellate District, Div.1 RODRIGUEZ (OSCAR) ON H.C.
Time extended to grant or deny review to August 17, 2006.

5143598 D048095 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 GENERAL INSURANCE
COMPANY OF AMERICA v.
S.C. (R.J. KILN AND COMPANY)
Time extended to grant or deny review to August 17, 2006.

S022998 PEOPLE v. TOWNSEL
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(ANTHONY L.)
Extension of time granted to September 5, 2006, to file appellant’s opening brief. The court anticipates that
after that date, only three further extensions totaling about 180 additional days will be granted. Counsel is
ordered to inform his or her supervising attorney, if any, of this schedule, and to take all steps necessary to meet
it.

S042660 PEOPLE v. DEMENT (RONNIE D.)
Extension of time granted to September 8, 2006, to file appellant’s reply brief. After that date, six further
extensions totaling about 320 additional days are contemplated. Extension is granted based upon Deputy State
Public Defender William T. Lowe’s representation that he anticipates filing that brief by end of July 2007.

5045423 PEOPLE v. SANCHEZ-FUENTES
(EDGARDO)

Extension of time granted to September 5, 2006, to file the appellant’s opening brief. After that date, only

seven further extensions totaling about 420 additional days are contemplated. Extension is granted based upon

Deputy State Public Defender Kathryn E. Collier’s representation that she anticipates filing that brief by

November 7, 2007.

S051342 PEOPLE v. CUNNINGHAM (JOHN)
Extension of time granted to August 28, 2006, to file appellant’s opening brief. After that date, only one further
extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated. Extension is granted based upon counsel Brian A.
Pori’s representation that he anticipates filing that brief by October 30, 2006.

S055856 PEOPLE v. ROMERO & SELF
Extension of time granted to August 7, 2006, to file appellant Self’s opening brief. Extension is granted based
upon counsel William D. Farber’s representation that he anticipates filing that brief by August 7, 2006. After
that date, no further extension is contemplated.

S056425 PEOPLE v. DAVIS (RICHARD
ALLEN)
Extension of time granted to September 5, 2006, to file appellant’s reply brief.

S056765 PEOPLE v. PARSON (RICHARD R.)
Extension of time granted to August 29, 2006, to file the appellant’s reply brief. After that date, no further
extension is contemplated. Extension is granted based upon counsel Pamala Sayasane’s representation that she
anticipates filing that brief by August 29, 2006.

S067392 PEOPLE v. FREDERICKSON
(DANIEL C))
Extension of time granted to September 5, 2006, to file appellant’s opening brief.

S067394 PEOPLE v. CAPISTRANO
(JOHN L.)
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Extension of time granted to September 5, 2006, to file appellant’s opening brief. After that date, only one
further extension totaling about 45 additional days is contemplated. Extension is granted based upon Assistant
State Public Defender Kathleen M. Scheidel’s representation that she anticipates filing that brief by October 20,
2006.

S072161 PEOPLE v. POTTS (THOMAS)
Extension of time granted to September 5, 2006, to file the appellant’s opening brief. After that date, only three
further extensions totaling about 150 additional days will be granted. Extension is granted based upon counsel
Michael P. Goldstein’s representation that he anticipates filing that brief by February 5, 2007.

S073316 PEOPLE v. EDWARDS (ROBERT)
Extension of time granted to September 5, 2006, to file appellant’s opening brief. After that date, only two
further extensions totaling about 110 additional days will be granted. Extension is granted based upon counsel
Michael Abzug’s representation that he anticipates filing that brief by December 31, 2006.

S080837 PEOPLE v. DEBOSE (DONALD
RAY)
Extension of time granted to August 28, 2006, to file appellant’s opening brief.

S083446 PEOPLE v. WILSON (BRANDON)
Extension of time granted to September 8, 2006, to file appellant’s opening brief.

S135783 WILSON (JEROME) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted. On application of the Attorney General and good cause appearing, it is ordered that
the time to serve and file the informal response is hereby extended to August 4, 2006.

S$139073 A111923 First Appellate District, Div. 1 ELKINS v. S.C. (ELKINS)

Extension of time granted. Chapter of the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers, et al., is extended to
August 7, 2006. On application of Real Party in Interest Marilyn Elkins and good cause appearing, it is ordered
that the time to serve and file real party’s answer to the Amici Curiae Brief of Southern California [RPI’s
answer filed August 2, 2006.].

$140308 A107219 A108346 First Appellate District, Div.1 MURPHY v. KENNETH COLE
PRODUCTIONS, INC.
Extension of time granted to August 22, 2006, to file appellants answering brief on the merits.
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S143087 A110069 First Appellate District, Div. 1 CLUB MEMBERS FOR AN
HONEST ELECTION v. SIERRA
CLUB, et al.

Extension of time granted to September 15, 2006, to file appellants, Sierra Club, opening brief on the merits.

$144008 HOWARD (ALPHONSO) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted to September 5, 2006, to file the informal response to petition for writ of habeas
corpus. After that date, no further extension is contemplated. Extension is granted based upon Deputy Attorney
General David E. Madeo’s representation that he anticipates filing that document by September 4, 2006.

S134332 GUERRA (JOSE) ON H.C.
Order filed. Pursuant to petitioner’s request filed on July 3, 2006, petitioner’s exhibits, nos. 56, 190, and 236
are ordered withdrawn.

S143117 STEELE ON DISCIPLINE
Recommended discipline imposed: Disbarred.

It is hereby ordered that Regina Delynn Steele, State Bar No. 141596, be disbarred from the practice of law and
that her name be stricken from the roll of attorneys. Respondent is also ordered to comply with rule 955 of the
California Rules of Court and to perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 30 and
40 days; respectively, after the date, this order is effective. *Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance
with Business and Professions Code section 6086.10 and are forcible both as provided in Business and
Professions Code section 6140.7 and as a money judgment.

*(See Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6126, subd. (c).)

4186 IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE OF BAR EXAMINERS OF
THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEY'S

The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who have fulfilled

the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be admitted to the practice of law in

this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to the oath before a competent officer at another

time and place.

(See attached list of names in the original order.)






